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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of t.he above -referenced 
application are respectfully requested. Claim amendments are 
presented herein to obviate the current rejection. No new 
matter has been added. 

Declarations 

It is respectfully submitted that the previously submitted 
declarations by the inventors clearly establish the possession 
of the claimed subject matter prior to the date of Royalty. 
Claim 1, as amended, recites operating in a first mode to 
display selected personal data originating with a personal 
information device (PID) coupled to the; computer in a first 
display area of a display, wherein the first mode emulates 
operation of the PID; and switching to a second mode to display 
data in a second display area of the display. Page 2 of the 
attachment to the declarations support the subject matter 
recited in these claims. For example, "This IP applied to 
mobile computing platforms would allow the user to open their 
devices and instantly see a PDA size portion of their screen 
activated and containing data normally found on PDA, PID type 
devices. The additional cost would be incremental to the laptop 
type device savings in the PDA hardware, screen, battery, 
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memory, case, which would all be shared with the notebook" (see, 
declaration exhibit page 2) . Moreover, page 3 of the exhibit to 
the declaration illustrates a PID coupled to a computer in which 
a screen normally shown on the PID is illustrated on the 
computer. The exhibit provides clear and specific support that 
the recited subject matter of, inter aLia, claim 1 was conceived 
prior to the filing date of Royalty. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that Royalty is 
not an effective reference under 35 USC § 102 (e) and 35 USC § 
103(a). Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that Dickie, 
which has a filing date of July 26, 2001, is also not an 
effective reference. 

35 USC § 102 / 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1-2, 4-6, 8-11, 14-16, 18-20, 22-25, 28-29, 31, 34, 
37, and 40 stand rejected under 35 USC § 102 as allegedly being 
anticipated by Royalty. Claims 3, 7, L2 , 17, 21, 26, 30, 33, 
36, and 3 9 stand rejected under 3 5 USC § 103 as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Royalty in view of Dickie. Claims 13 and 27 
stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Royalty in view of Gettemy. These rejections 
are respectfully traversed. 

Initially, it is respectfully submitted that either of 
Royalty or Dickie are effective ref ere.aces . 
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Claim 1 has been amended to clarify that the first mode 
emulates operation of the PID (see, int.er alia, specification 
page 2, lines 22-24). Similar amendments were made to claims 6, 
16, and 20. 

Royalty describes an arrangement in which an avionics 
displays information from certified sources as well as non- 
certified sources. This configuration allows a user of the 
avionics display to Airline Modifiable Software applications 
while also displaying information from certified sources. 
However, Royalty fails to disclose an arrangement in which 
operation of a PID is emulated. 

Accordingly, claims 1, 6, 16, and 2 0 should be allowable. 

Moreover, claims 3, 7, 12, 17, 21, 26, 30, 33, 36, and 39 
should be separately allowable as a skilled artisan would not 
have been motivated to combine Royalty with Dickie . Royalty 
relates to avionics displays in which information from certified 
sources is segregated from information from uncertified sources, 
unpatentable over Royalty in view of Dickie. Dickie, on the 
other hand, relates to a non- analogous art in which a PDA 
interfaces with a personal computer. As a result, the skilled 
artisan would not have had any motivation to combine these 
references, nor does Royalty provide any suggestion that these 
references may be combined to result in the claimed subject 
matter. Similarly for claims 13 and 27, Gettemy relates to a 
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PDA being operable with differing screen sizes. Again, as 
Royalty relates to avionics, a different field than PDAs, the 
skilled artisan would not have been motivated to combine these 
references to result in the claimed subject matter. 

Accordingly, claims 3, 7, 12, 13, 17, 21, 26, 27, 30, 33, 
36, and 3 9 should be separately allowable. 

Concluding Comments 

It is believed that all of the pending claims have been 
addressed in this paper. However, failure to address a specific 
rejection, issue or comment, does not signify agreement with or 
concession of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, 
because the arguments made above are not intended to be 
exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all 
pending claims (or other claims) that have not been expressed. 
Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as an intent 
to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as 
specifically stated in this paper, and the amendment of any 
claim does not necessarily signify concession of unpatentability 
of the claim prior to its amendment . 
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Applicant asks that all claims be allowed. Please apply- 
any other charges or credits to Deposit Account No. 06-1050. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date : 



Fish & Richardson P.C. 
123 90 El Camino Real 
San Diego, California 92130 
(858) 678-5070 telephone 
(858) 678-5099 facsimile 




Scott C. Harris 
Reg. Ko. 32,030 

Attorney for Intel Corporation 



CARL A. KUKKONEN, III 
REG. NO. 42,773 
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